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documentation, such as evidence that he awarded points or exercised his judgment in choosing the 
ultimate winner, evidence regarding officiating at a match is insufficient to meet this criterion. For 
these reasons, the Petitioner did not establish that he satisfies this criterion. 

Evidence that the alien has perfhrmed in a leading or critical role fiJr organizations or 
establishments that have a distinguished reputation. 8 C.F.R. § 204.5(h)(3)(viii). 

The Director determined that the Petitioner's certificates ret1ecting tinishes and participation in 
tournaments did not demonstrate that he performed in a leading or critical role. On appeal. the 
Petitioner contends that the Director did not consider his "major role as a member of the 

" Further, he argues that "being a member of the in itself 
shows that the athlete has a critical role to play in the country's national sport organization:·-' 

As previously discussed under the membership criterion, the Petitioner did not establish that he was 
a member of the Regardless, we disagree that being a member of a 

in-and-of-itself sufficiently demonstrates a critical role. Instead, the Petitioner must show how 
his performance was considered essential to the team's overall performance. ln general. a critical 
role is commonly one in which a petitioner was responsible for the success or standing of the 
organization or establishment. 

Although the Petitioner contends he is a member, he did not indicate that he participated in any 
competitions, tournaments, or matches with the Instead, the Petitioner's certificates 
reflect his individual participation in championships and matches since 2012 in local or regional 
tournaments, such as the and the 

Moreover, he did not identify what role or position he claims to 
have performed with the team. Furthermore. he did not show how he contributed to the team and 
whether he performed in a role that led to its overall success or standing. In addition, neither letter 
from or explained the Petitioner's accomplishments on the 
or how his role was essential to the team's achievements. Finally, the Petitioner did not refer to 
documentation or establish that the enjoys a distinguished reputation as required 
by the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 204.5(h)(3)(viii). Accordingly. the Petitioner did not demonstrate 
that he meets this criterion. 

III. CONCLUSION 

The Petitioner has not submitted the required initial evidence of either a one-time achievement or 
documents that meet at least three of the ten criteria. As a result. we need not provide the type of 
final merits determination referenced in Kazarian, 596 F.3d at 1119-20. Nevertheless, we advise 
that we have reviewed the record in the aggregate, concluding that it does not support a finding that 
the Petitioner has established the level of expertise required for the classification sought. For the 
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The Petitioner does not argue, nor does the record reflect, that he performed in a leading role for the 
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foregoing reasons. the Petitioner has not shown that he qualities for classification as an individual of 
extraordinary ability. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 
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